According to Schiffman, since "MMT takes the 'Sadducee' position . . . we must reopen the question of the relationship of the Sadducees to our sect. . . . Qumran may provide us with some Sadducean documents. The Sadducean connection may also be a clue to the provenance of the Temple Scroll. Indeed, these texts [the Temple Scroll and MMT] raise anew the need to reevaluate our views on the Sadducees and to determine if we can recover further evidence of their beliefs and practices with the help of the manuscripts of the Qumran corpus".
3 Sussmann concluded that "the halakhic position of the sect was Sadducean. . . . I would venture to say that those of the sect's halakhot which are not explicitly identified by the rabbinic sources as Sadducean may be assumed to be such, since these rulings were followed by the members of the sect, whose halakhic views are otherwise known to be Sadducean." 4 This thesis has since been repeated by diverse scholars as a fait accompli. 5 The main argument invoked by Schiffman and Sussmann is the presence in MMT of certain laws attributed in Rabbinic literature to the Sadducees: the red heifer could be burned only by priests who were in a state of complete ritual purity; non-kosher animals' bones were considered impure; and liquid poured from a pure vessel into an impure one rendered the former impure (see below; the first two are also mentioned in the Temple Scroll). Therefore, they conclude, the
